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INTERVIEW 
P E R E  DURAN FARELL: 
M A N  M U S T  B E  R E I N V E N T E D  
A MEMBER OF THE CLUB OF ROME, FRIEND AND ADMIRER 
OF THE LATE AURELIO PECCEI, D U R A N  FARELL HAS 
ALWAYS HAD HIS OWN PARTICULAR VIEW OF THE WORLD, 
WITHOUT LOSING TOUCH WITH EVERYDAY REALITY. 
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L ere Duran Farell considers the reinvention of man, a new man, responsible and solidary, as the 
only chance for the future. Duran Farell 
isn't a philosopher, he's a businessman 
who, at the age of sixty-nine, has the 
weathered countenance of a farmer. A 
businessman who is to be credited with 
such decisive events as the introduction 
of natural gas into Spain, thanks in part 
to his earlier contacts with the Algerian 
resistance. 
He's an efficient businessman who's 
been at the forefront of a good number 
of companies. A member of the Club of 
Rome, a friend and admirer of the late 
Aurelio Peccei, he's always had his own 
particular view of the world without 
ever losing touch with the everyday re- 
ality of the Boardroom. 
He describes himself as a great pragma- 
tist and a great pact-maker. Hardly sur- 
prisingly, he was the first businessman 
who, in full Franco regime, sat down to 
negotiate with the Communist trade- 
union. He went to the meeting with his 
eyes covered, as was customary at that 
time. He's not afraid of his own particu- 
lar view of the Franco regime. He dis- 
tinguishes between dictator and dicta- 
torship. An out and out Catalanist, he 
was one of the general's weaknesses and 
not exactly of the regime. They met by 
chance when Franco was inaugurating 
reservoirs and he was a young engineer 
experimenting with artificial rain. 
He can speak about anything, but what 
he really loves to speak about is his 
passion for bonsais and Japan, his con- 
stant relationship with the desert he vi- 
sits every year as a source of knowledge. 
Enchanted by the complexity of today's 
world, Duran Farell is capable of listen- 
ing to the lucid reflections of a Taureg 
and bear them in mind when speaking 
of the governability of the world. 
-The Catalan Group of the Club of 
Rome has prepared a report on "The 
Governability of the world". What are 
the theses of this report? 
-Classical forms of government have be- 
come obsolete because they have con- 
sisted in simplibing reality, simplibing 
ji-eedom, simplibing fundamental con- 
cepts. That was the great question dis- 
cussed here in Barcelona and the only 
conclusion to be drawn was that every- 
thing today is in crisis. 
Why this crisis? Because, for example, 
the state is a perfect structure designed 
to lead rnan to a series of limitations 
with the guarantee of the police and the 
army. And they're systems that are fail- 
ing just as we're witnessing the explosion 
of complexity as a result of human deve- 
lopment. This complexity is founded on 
freedom and unlimited knowledge. And 
creativity isn 't possible without freedom. 
Unlimited freedom is modern manS 
way of achieving unlimited knowledge. 
So that these two new concepts define a 
new type of society which is charact- 
erized by its lack of limits, a society 
which doesn't fit anywhere. Faced with 
this new situation, two fundamental ele- 
ments in modern rnan have to be mo- 
derated: freedom and unlimited know- 
ledge. This regulation has to be done with 
a moral rearmament, without which 
everything could go to the dogs. 
-You've been questioning the state for 
a long time. 
-The state as a structure is incapable of 
understanding what today's rnan thinks 
and does. Because of his complexity, it 
tries to understand him, but the informa- 
tion is deformed before it gets to it, the 
legislation comes too late. In the world 
of moral and spiritual structure the sume 
thing happens. The macro-mass conduc- 
tors are no use, because everybody 
shapes his own morality, everyone has 
their own personal conscience which is 
inaccessible because it belongs to the free 
individual himself: The sume thing hap- 
pens with ideologies: they don't lead 
anywhere. 
There's an immense individualisation, 
the macro has disappeared as a true con- 
ductor, and at most what we get is the 
sum of the micros, immense freedom, 
immense complexity. In contrast, al1 
existing structures are designed to con- 
duct simplified situations. Today we're 
witnessing the revolution of minor acci- 
dents, of the details, of unlimited varia- 
tion. What is appearing is everything 
that historically had been simplified be- 
cause the system wouldn't have worked 
i f i t  had taken it into consideration. 
This revolution of complexity, of interde- 
pendence, of the sum totals is something 
new, and no-one knows how it's going to 
be governed. Al1 we know is that what 
we've got is in decay, itS being wiped 
out. ItS becoming more and more ob- 
vious fhat manS got to be the new raw 
material and form the basis for new 
government structures. 
-What have these structures got to be 
like? 
-They mustn't be un extrapolation of 
the past, of a past which was created 
lineally. History is created by permanent 
creative breaks. What's called for at the 
moment is that man should be ex- 
tremely conscientious, that he should ad- 
ministrate with enormous responsibility 
and enormous freedom. A freedom 
which can't be limited, because i f  it is, 
creativity drops. 
We're faced with a clear fact, nothing 
conventional is of any use to us. Al1 the 
past can only serve as a general culture, 
nothing more. A past situation can be 
discussed without being tempted to ex- 
trapolate it to the future. History isn't 
continuous. It muy seem that everything 
I'm saying is absurd because the exter- 
nal signs we're witnessing are the exact 
opposite. We see the selfishness, the in- 
solidarity; everything that's happening 
goes against what I'm saying. 
-ThatYs evident. 
-But look, one thing is quite clear: every- 
body agrees today that man has im- 
mense powers, both to create and to des- 
troy. Let me give you un exemple. I can, 
i f I  want, go to the nuclear power station 
at Vandellós, get some used fuel, without 
any risk to myselJl take it home, build 
an atom bomb, come to Barcelona and 
demand what I want. 
One person alone can destroy humanity. 
This is something new: man's creative 
and destructive capacity. There's there- 
fore a reasoning which is almost a rule 
of three. If humanity, now that itS hav- 
ing such incredible success against 
nature and defending itself only from 
the consequences of its own actions, 
doesn't make sure as un animal species 
that it includes no -to put it plainly- 
absolute nitwit, humanity is in danger 
of disappearing. It's as simple as 
that. 
This is unquestionable. Either the hu- 
rnan species, as un animal species, 
makes it quite clear that its members 
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must be sufficiently conscious offreedom 
not to use its immense powers of destruc- 
tion, or humanity has no future. 
-Can't the crisis in the state make it 
more voracious? 
-No. Let's take the example of Eastern 
Europe, which has the best-conceived 
state mechanism for total power. It has 
safety mechanisms in its very structure, 
yet in spite of this a popular movement 
suddenly arises which is the macro effect 
due to each of the individuals. However 
powerful a state is, it can't kill a million 
citizens at one blow. It isn't physically 
possible. 
ThatS the case of the Shah of Persia. 
The United States organised un impres- 
sive operation with un emperor, un appa- 
rently democratic parliament and an 
army. But they didn't get to the sou1 of 
the Iranian. And there came a point 
when two million people came out into 
the streets of Teheran and stood before 
the tanks. However muny tanks and ma- 
chine-guns they bring up they can't kill a 
million people. 
There comes a time when in our world 
and the world that isn't ours everybody 
becomes aware of his unlimited rights. 
We're witnessing a lack of power of the 
classical conductors. People see this for 
themselves, and they act in consequence. 
Let me give you another example. I 
know Africa very well. Africa begins be- 
low the Sahara. At this moment there's a 
population there, mainly black, whose 
GNP has been dropping rapidly for thirty 
years and whose population has been 
growing by 4 % a year. What this inevi- 
tably means is that in the year 2000 
millions of people in Southern Africa 
will be starving to death. This is a Euro- 
pean problem. We might jnd  ourselves 
faced with a situation which, although 
we're separated by the Mediterranean, 
Europe can't take. When there were still 
colonies, a few years ago, non-believers 
were killed, some years before that, ne- 
gros were bought and sold; all that's 
gone ... The new scale of things today, the 
indefinable something centred on man's 
activities, means that we either show 
solidarity or else we're lost. It we aren't 
solidary we'll disappear. The great solu- 
tion lies in this solidarity. 
-On the subject of the changes in East- 
ern Europe, there's been talk of the 
triumph of democracy, but this tri- 
umphant spirit smacks of total capital- 
ist euphoria. 
-What's happening to capitalism? 
What's happening is that ut the moment 
itS having unlimited triumphs. On the 
outside, Communism has disappeared, 
and on the inside, there's no pressure 
from the trade unions. The truth is that 
for this capitalism, which is facing no 
danger either on the inside or on the 
outside, the danger is going to be itself: 
ThereS a risk that it won't be able to 
ethically regulate its immense power, 
which it exercises through the unlimited 
money which is produced. 
This is what wefind in Spain, where the 
latest of the great fortunes haven't been 
made through the investment of capital, 
which demands the absolute co-opera- 
tion of labour and society, but through 
speculation. This is made worse by the 
fact that society accepts that individuals 
who are doing nothing for society should 
be accepted and admired when they 
show their money 08 This is so serious, 
and so unfeasible, that it's also a sign 
that a moment will come when solida- 
rity will have to work. 
-Will capitalism be implanted in the 
East? 
-As far as the East is concerned, I'm 
much less optimistic about what can be 
deduced from reading the papers. For 
one thing, I'd distinguish between the 
East, which, as we see itfrom Europe, is 
Russia, and the countries of the east, 
which are the ones that had Communist 
regimes after the war. 
-Let's start with the countries of the 
east ... 
-In the German Democratic Republic 
there's no problem, because the Ger- 
man Federal Republic, which is going 
through a period of economic euphoria, 
will make sure of it. In this case, though, 
another problem arises: that of German 
reunijcation. As I see it, more than the 
East, the problem for Europe in a few 
year's time is going to be German reuni- 
fication. 
Czechoslovakia is a different case, a re- 
latively simple one; and so are Romania 
and Poland in some ways, although with 
some doubts. These are countries which 
belonged to the western world before the 
war and where the older generations still 
remember this world. But even so, you 
have to remember that the younger gen- 
erations aren't familiar with this world 
and only have a poetic view of western 
freedom. On the other hand, they're used 
to having a number of basic things: work 
security, a guaranteed health service and 
education; all this in exchange for a lack 
of western-style freedom. 
-And the East? 
-Russia, on the other hand, has never 
experienced this typically western cul- 
ture. Russia is a country where, jrst with 
the Tsars and then with the Commu- 
nists, everyone has been a functionary in 
a machine called the state, through 
which the Russian Empire was built. 
In Russia, to implant what we under- 
stand as the western world, with all its 
excellences and defects, the first thing is 
for the Russian people to adopt a western 
outlook, which isn't at all easy, and then, 
once they've adopted it, to put it into 
practice. 
Then the great debate will start, both for 
the countries of the East and for the 
West: what culture is valid for the future 
in all ways? I'll say once more that un- 
limitedfreedom, with the insolidarity of 
the west, isn't valid. Somehow or other, 
while we're building our solidary man, a 
mechanism has got to be found which 
will allow the introduction of the moral 
behaviour which will necessarily lead to 
theproper application of the western mo- 
del. We  mustn't let the west fall into the 
defects of the western world. In the face 
of the transformation of the East, we 
speak of the great markets it has to offer, 
but that's not the way to go about things. 
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The changes in the East are welcome, 
but more than anything else they're wel- 
come because they give rise to new re- 
flection in Europe. 
In the last few years, Europe has gone 
too fast via Brussels and not fast enough 
via Strasbourg. Without realising it, 
we've gradually shaped a principie which 
has been a majority one in Europe: the 
market is ruled by the supreme law of 
unmitigated profits. This has been the 
western standard. It would be al1 right $ 
the moral factor was moderated at the 
sume time. In contrast, in the East, 
strange as it muy seem, thereS a moral 
factor imposed which, although because 
it's imposed it's no longer moral, it's 
true to say that the philosophy there is 
fairer than the one here. 
-How would you describe this new, 
solidary and responsible rnan that you 
consider a possible answer to the fu- 
ture? 
-The planet rnan lives on is very di$ 
ferent to the planet there was before. Man 
has no Iimits in the material terrain, and 
that's a fact; so that the rnan we've had 
until now -the best product for a finite 
world in the broadest sense- is no longer 
valid. Man's knowledge is such that, in 
ten or twelve years' time -with genetics 
and quantum physics- he'll be able to 
invent a new living creature. The rnan 
wete  had until now and who could only 
make limited mistakes has become a 
rnan who can create what he likes and 
destroy what he likes. The great chal- 
lenge is to see how rnan is reinvented. 
Man is no longer the inhabitant of the 
planet, he's a new power in the universe. 
And everything that's rational in rnan 
can be passed on ?o the machine. Every- 
thing that follows rules, regulations, can 
by definition be passed on to computers 
or robots. So that, in theory, rnan today 
has to be a responsible animal. We can't 
define him as a rational animal any 
longer, it's essential that he should be a 
responsible animal. Why? So as to admi- 
nistrate the immense freedom and al1 
these immensities that don't fit in our 
past histoty. The rational part has be- 
come the least noble part of mankind. So 
what does that leave? That leaves your 
feelings, your contradictions, your free- 
dom, your anarchy, your need of love, 
those needs we cal1 absurd. This is where 
we find the origin of artistic and non- 
artistic creativity. 
-1sn't the idea of responsible rnan a 
utopia? 
-It's a great challenge. Here I return to 
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what Pascal said. Man is much more 
important than he himseif think.  In 
normal life, we don't use al1 our secret 
reserves. But when we accept a challenge 
we make full use of our true possibilities. 
-This evolution you consider inevitable 
is a far cry from everyday reality. Will 
it have to come about as a result of a 
violent crisis? 
-Maybe, but it's very difficult to make 
predictions. If there's one thing in this 
world that isn't posible, it's making 
predictions. In the Club of Rome we're 
agreed that ifgoverning means making 
predictions, the future is ungovernable. 
The thing is that man as a structure is 
increasingly valid and increasingly de- 
fines group behaviour; he has a great 
capacity for adaptation. Before it comes 
to violence, I think he'll make a pact 
with reality, make things different. 
The adjustment on the basis of the struc- 
ture we cal1 rnan could be instantaneous. 
The structures created by man, such as 
the state, do have conditioning factors. I 
believe in the inevitable decay of conven- 
tional government structures and in the 
inevitable reality of an enormously pow- 
erful rnan who will mobilise personal 
awareness. This means preaching in the 
sume way the apostles did, preaching in 
the desert almost. But for the time being, 
there's no other way. 
-But possibly a way of hinting at this 
change ... 
-1 have to say that we can see that the 
right way is going to be through ordinary 
people. A good example is Africa, where 
governments have no prestige and the 
N.G.0.s on the other hand do. These 
organisations are formed from the bot- 
tom up and have great credibility. 
On one of my trips to the desert I had a 
very interesting conversation with a Tau- 
reg. We spoke about what we're speak- 
ing about now, the governability of the 
world. He said government can't be fair 
if the person giving the orders doesn't 
know the whole community. Without 
this familiarity the person in govern- 
ment has no legitimacy. 
In precisely such a cold subject as econo- 
mics we tend to rediscover rnan as some- 
one responsible for a particular objective. 
In Japan at the moment companies 
merge not to become more powerful but 
to split up afterwards, breaking up the 
structure until pieces are found that can 
be managed by one man. The tendency 
is to look for efficiency, and efficiency in 
fact results from the ability to correctly 
govern a group with a particular objective. 
-You've always shown great admiration 
for Japan. 
- Western habits make it difficult to ac- 
cept the Japanese way of life. We in the 
west have this crazy idea that our way of 
life, our forms of government, are a re- 
cipe for worldwide happiness. We're 
quite content to esport our formula. 
The Japanese go on working beyond the 
regulations. If you compare un Ameri- 
can company with a Japanese company 
from the sume sector, the Japanese com- 
pany is always more profitable. 
-1n the course of this interview we've 
mentioned Japan and Germany. Isn't it 
strange that the two countries that were 
beaten in the Second World War are the 
two biggest economic powers today? 
-It isn't strange. There are two main 
reasons. In Japan and Germany, the vic- 
tors destroyed everything. Afterwards, 
the instinct for preservation of al1 in- 
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volved mude them give them money to 
build a new country. 
No-one destroyed the industrial struc- 
tures of those who won. On the contrary, 
they've been handicapped by the need to 
make an obsolete industry pay. On the 
other hand, Japan and Gerrnany have 
had perfect installations with cornfor- 
table financia1 backing. They were 
industrial victors from the moment 
they lost the war and were physically 
destroyed. Also, man learns best through 
defeat, that's where his true virtues 
appear. The lessons of suffering are a 
feature of mankind -justly or unjustly, 
I don't know-, they mobilise aware- 
nesses. 
-Earlier, you mentioned the problems a 
reunified Germany might pose for Eu- 
rope. 1s this reunification a problem or 
is it a danger? 
-I always try to find a solution to pre- 
serve my optimism. For a previous Europe 
this would have been very serious indeed. 
But in a future Europe, without borders, 
with the states dismantled and with im- 
portance given to particular ethnic and 
cultural realities, it isn't. 
In the year 2050 -?o look ahead 60 
years- there'll be no borders in Europe. 
There'll be no point to them. There'll be 
a federation of cultures and languages 
with a few remains of the Europe of the 
borders. 
-The Financia1 Times has published a 
map of the Europe of 2020, in which 
there's an independent Catalonia. Do 
you share this view of the future? 
-ItS possible; I believe in un indepen- 
dent Catalonia and I don't want to 
speak of independentism. Catalonia by 
definition has a part to play which will 
come naturally. What we rnustn't do is 
try to go faster than natural evolution 
allows. Sorneone who wanted an inde- 
penden? Catalonia would be wrong if he 
tried to force it, because the Europe of 
the future will be forrned naturally out of 
communities similar to Catalonia. The 
borders between the Catalans, the Spa- 
nish, the French will disappear. 
Catalonia in this future will have an im- 
portant part to play. While we are politic- 
ally a very unfortunate country, both 
through circumstances and because 
we've beed bad politicians, Catalonia as a 
country has been built by her citizens, 
without the state or in spite of the state, 
and wete done a very good job of preserv- 
ing our culture and our language. The 
future depends on the recognition of this 
fact of life of countries built thanks to the 
work of their citizens, without the help of 
the state. 
Catalonia easily has un important part 
to play. Now ... we have to be aware of 
two things in this process: the impor- 
tance of being open to al1 and the im- 
portance of understanding our character 
in depth. Identity and universality are 
the two great features of the Catalan. 
Have we also got an economic role to 
play? 
Catalonia's doing very well if we com- 
pare her with the other regions of Eu- 
rope. She has a man-based economy. 
There are modern crafis -industial craft-. 
There's a maturity in the social strata 
which has always been perfectly compar- 
able to the great European economic re- 
gions. I think this is a reality today and 
that the Catalonia of tomorrow could be 
one of the important regions of this Eu- 
rope without borders. 
